
REMARKS 

Claims 2-20 were presented for examination and were pending in this application. In an 
Office Action dated October 6, 2004, claims 2-20 were rejected. Applicants have amended 
claim 2 to clarify the nature of the invention. Applicants have amended claims 3-12 so that these 
claims depend from pending claim 2 instead of claim 1, which was previously canceled. 

The Examiner rejected claims 2-20 under § 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,430,624 to Jamtgaard. 

Independent claim 2 as amended recites a method including receiving a first portion of 
the data for a web page, the first data having a first display format. In addition, claim 2 recites 
sending the changed data to a display of the wireless computing device before changing a second 
portion of data that is to be displayed on the same web page as the first portion of the data 
(emphasis added). 

In contrast, Jamtgaard discloses a system for reformatting a web page into "cards" (see 
column 16, lines 37 et seq). In the example discussed therein, a card is created that contains 
three "panes." (column 16, lines 3-49). This card is the size of a display window on the device 
and, once complete, is passed to the device for display. Applicants find no mention in Jamtgaard 
that the card is sent to the display in more than one portion (as is the case in applicants' 
invention). 

The portions of Jamtgaard cited by the Examiner relate to recursive methods for the 
creation of cards for devices having various sizes of screens. There is no disclosure or 
suggestion of at least sending a first portion of a web page before a second portion of the web 
page, where both portions are to be displayed on a same screen as part of a same web page. To 
applicants' understanding, each card in Jamtgaard is recursively created and then sent as a unit to 
the display device. Applicants can find no mention of sending parts of a card separately. 

For at least this reason, independent claim 2 and its dependent claims 3-12 patentably 
distinguish over the cited art and should be allowed. The Examiner is requested to reconsider 
and withdraw the rejections. 

The Examiner also rejects independent claims 13, 16, and 19 under § 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Jamtgaard. The Examiner completely fails, however, to discuss the various 
limitation of claims 13, 16, and 19 separately from those of claim 2 and fails to point out with 
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specificity where in Jamtgaard these hmitation are allegedly found. Should the Examiner persist 
in the rejection, the Examiner is respectfully requested to indicate which portions of Jamtgaard is 
being relied upon in support of the rejection. The limitations specific to each of claims 13, 16, 
and 19 are discussed below. 

Claims 13 and 19 recite a combination including changing (or a module for changing) 
the data having a first display format to a second display format in accordance with a location of 
the wireless computing device. At least this limitation is not taught or suggested by Jamtgaard. 

Claim 16 recites a combination including changing the data having a first display format 
to a second display format in accordance with the type of application program used on the 
wireless computing device. At least this limitation is not taught or suggested by Jamtgaard. 

Dependent claims 14, 15, 17, 18, and 20 are patentably distinguishable over the cited 
references for at least the same reason as their various parent claims. 

In sum, Applicants respectfully submit that claims 2-20, as presented herein, are patentably 
distinguishable over the cited reference (including references cited, but not applied). Therefore, 
Applicants request reconsideration and allowance of these claims. 

In addition, Applicants respectfully invite the Examiner to contact Applicants' 
representative at the number provided below if Examiner believes it will help expedite 
furtherance of this application. 



Respectfully submitted. 





Laura A. Majerus, RegfNo. 33,417 
Fenwick & West LLP 
Silicon Valley Center 
801 California Street 
Mountain View, CA 94041 
Phone: (650) 335-7152 
Fax: (650)938-5200 
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